P.O. Box 488
Fairfield, MT 59436

January, 11 2007
To Whom It May Concern:

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks (MFWP) is propasia purchase a conservation
easement from Judith Williams. The proposed ptyperd32 acres, lies approximately
10 miles north of Wolf Creek in Lewis and Clark @typand is situated east and adjacent
to State Highway 434. The Williams acreage liesvben two parcels of separate
conservation easement lands (north and south d¢laglman Coulee Road).

The easement is being proposed to conserve pagtk ahd mule deer winter range as
well as other native wildlife habitats linked tdermountain grassland habitat. Montana
Fish, Wildlife and Parks would like to purchase #@sement and implement the
easement terms while maintaining the present grivae of the ranch.

The easement terms are generalized in the enclrsatbnmental Assessment. A
Socio-Economic Report, Management Plan and Graiag have also been provided for
your review. The comment period will be open tlglodrebruary 16, 2007.

Please send any written comments to the followddyess:

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks

Attn: Williams Ranch Conservation Easement
P.O. Box 488

Fairfield, MT 59436

A public hearing on this proposed easement wilhéle at the Dearborn Community
Center on Highway 434 (between highway 200 and WWodek) on Wednesday, January
31, 2007 at 6:00 p.m.

Sincerely,

Gary Bertellotti
Regional Supervisor
Great Falls, MT
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Williams Ranch
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Figure 1. Aerial view of the Williams Ranch Consaign Easement property line. Highway 434
forms the western boundary of the Williams Rancing&ovation Easement.

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
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Wildlife Division
Draft Environmental Assessment
WILLIAMSRANCH CONSERVATION EASEMENT

l. INTRODUCTION

Habitat Montana (see Paragraph Il. Authority angeElion) recognizes that certain native
plant communities constituting wildlife habitat averthy of perpetual conservation. Those
communities include intermountain grassland habitdte Williams ranch is within the
intermountain grassland habitat zone. This habyts, dominated by rough fescueegtuca
scabrella) in its climax state, is specifically targetedigbitat Montana (see definition
below) for its statewide contribution to winteringgulates and for its vulnerability and
attractiveness to development. The primary wigdlite of this habitat includes but is not
limited to year-round use by mule de@dpcoileus hemionus) and, to a lesser degree, elk
(Cervus elaphus). No residences, sheds or other structures befgmuihg and spring
improvements are on these acres. A conservatgenent was offered to Montana Fish,
Wildlife and Parks (MFWP) by the Williams ranchhé@ purpose of the Williams ranch
conservation easement is to preserve this halithtvédlife presence as well as the private
ownership. In a direct, adjacent, and connectddjteon to perpetually conserved lands,
these 432 acres will be in addition to the sepa88869 acres already within the Bay ranch
conservation easement held by FWP. Additionatigreased guaranteed public hunting
access will be ensured in a hunting district dot@ddy private land with minimal public
opportunity and abundant elk. Given its locatioabitat and wildlife use similarities with
the Bay ranch conservation easement lands, theseneat terms and price shall closely
parallel, but clearly be separate to those.

. AUTHORITY AND DIRECTION

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks has the autharrtger law (MCA 87-1-201) to protect,
enhance and regulate the use of Montana's fishvddlife resources for public benefit now
and in the future. In 1987, the Montana Legiskafassed House Bill (HB) 526, which
earmarked hunting license revenues to secure feildébitat through lease, conservation
easement or fee title acquisition (87-1-241 and24Ais is now referred to as the Habitat
Montana Program. As with other FWP property irgeproposals, the Montana Fish,
Wildlife and Parks Commission must approve any &se acquisition proposed by the
agency. In addition, the Montana Board of Land @ussioners is also required to review
and approve the Department’s proposal for this ewation easement acquisition because
this action is larger than 100 acres. This Envimental Assessment (EA) is part of that
decision making process.

1. LOCATION OF PROJECT

The Williams ranch constitutes 432 acres of rarrcipgrty addressed by this easement (the
entire ranch is not proposed to be placed undesazgation easement) and lies
approximately 10 miles north of Wolf Creek, Montard is situated east and adjacent to
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State Highway 434 (see map, Figure 1.). The Wiliacreage lies between two parcels of
the separate Bay Ranch conservation easement(lamdis and south of the Deadman
Coulee Road) in Deer/Elk/Lion hunting district 423ontiguous with the Bay property, it is
similarly dominated by the same north-south ridgetesn (The Reef) with the primary
ground cover being open grasslands punctuatedrietl and scattered pockets of primarily
Douglas fir timber (see photo, front cover).

V. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION

The habitat represented on the Williams properityarily includes intermountain grassland.
By maintaining existing habitat acreage and quahidlife use including wintering mule
deer and elk, will be perpetuated. Other wildlifieaNy or partially dependent upon habitats
represented on the Williams ranch include shailpdajrouse Tympanuchus phasianellus),
white-tailed deer@docoileus virginianus), antelope Antilocapra americana), black bear
(Ursus americanus) and other game and non-game species affiliatddtivese habitats.

A secondary result of this project is guarantedalipununting access. Guaranteed public
hunting access on the Williams ranch will offer img opportunity in an area where access
has been and continues to be very limited. Addiily, while there are currently no public
lands adjacent to the Williams property, as presipnoted the property does connect two
parcels of the separate Bay ranch conservatiomeagdands. However, permission to cross
property boundaries for hunting purposes will dmygranted by the property owner.

The need for this project is not established mdglizabitats or wildlife use. Rather, the
need is linked to threats directed towards thosieenhabitats. These threats manifest
themselves as residential subdivision, excessiestock use, sodbusting of native range and
associated detriments such as noxious weed enecnestland increased wildlife disturbance
and removal. This threat level is evident localygl on a statewide basis. Montana Fish,
Wildlife and Parks has determined that intermoumggassland and riparian habitats have
and continue to receive the brunt of residentiadstision development across the state. The
Roger’s pass area to the west, the Wolf Creek dgaitio the southwest and the Birdtail Hills
to the east have all experienced significant deslin habitat continuity due almost entirely

to residential subdivision development. Acreaggwithe Williams property clearly
possesses similar home site marketability. Livestese including adequate considerations
for ground nesting game and non-game birds andddsodbusting is compatible with
agricultural production but is not always firmlyt&slished in farm and ranch operations.
This project would ensure sound practices acrass &nd with future landowners.

V. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed action is for MFWP to purchase, hottirmonitor a conservation easement on a
portion of the Williams Ranch. This easement wantdude 432 acres of the ranch, which is
entirely deeded Williams Ranch property.

Specific terms of the easement in their entiredycantained in a separate legal document, which
is the "Deed of Conservation Easement". This d@rists MFWP and landowner rights
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under the terms of the easement as well as réstrscon landowner activities. The rights of
both parties and restrictions on landowner actsitivere negotiated with and agreed to by
MFWP and the landowner. The intent of these riginid restrictions is to preserve important
wildlife habitats in perpetuity while maintainingrécultural and other uses of the Williams

property.

To summarize the terms of the easement, MFWP'ssrighlude: (1) The right to identify,
preserve and enhance specific habitats; (2) Tln toigmonitor and enforce restrictions; (3)
The right to prevent activities inconsistent witlrpose of the easement; (4) The right to
provide for public hunting and wildlife viewing a&ss, which includes (a) walk-in public
access, (b) access to hunting all legal game asiafany age/sex classes in accordance with
MFWP’s adopted hunting regulations, and (c) allayivwo or more hunting parties (less than
or equal to three persons each, allowing at I€g@thlinter days per year) from the beginning
of the upland game bird season to end of the uganak bird hunting season each year.

Landowners’ retained rights include: (1) The rigbtraise, pasture and graze livestock in
accordance with the agreed-to rest-rotation gragiag; (2) The right to regulate public use of
the land at all times, subject to the public acoggmrtunities secured within this easement; (3)
The right to develop and maintain water resouraswt significantly disturbing and/or altering
wildlife and associated habitats; (4) The rightdostruct, remove, maintain, renovate, repair or
replace fences and other improvements necessamyefoerally accepted land management
purposes, provided, however that wildlife use i$ excessively inhibited; (5) The right to
remove, maintain, repair, or replace roads, praljidewever that wildlife use is not excessively
inhibited; (6) The right to use agrichemicals fioe tontrol of noxious weeds; (7) The right to
use motor vehicles and ranching equipment in tdaary course of landowner’s business, but
only in a manner that does not substantially impagetation or the natural habitat of animal
species; (8) The right to explore for, develop exiglact oil and gas, including the right to place
and maintain associated structures, including pips] drilling and pumping rigs and pump
houses. However, surface mining is prohibited ardsirface mining may be allowed if a plan
is submitted that provides for minimal adverse ioipa

Restrictions placed upon the landowners’ activitieslude: (1) no removal, control or
manipulation of sagebrush by any means; (2) susidiviof the land for any purpose and in any
manner is prohibited; (3) no removal of timber gtc® gather firewood for landowners’
personal use; (4) no new cultivation or farminghaf native rangelands shall occur on the land;
(5) no outfitting or fee hunting; (6) all agricutal activities must be carried out in a manner so
as to not degrade soil and water composition, stre@and productivity; (7) no utility installation
(e.g., gas pipe lines or utility lines); (8) nofsize or sub-surface mining except that gravel and
rock may be extracted for use on the propertyth@®xonstruction or placement of any structure,
building or improvement of any kind upon the lasgrohibited, other than expressly allowed in
this easement; (10) the establishment or maintenahany commercial feedlot is prohibited;
(11) no game farms (any form); (12) no commeraiahdustrial use of or activity on the land;
(13) no refuse dumping.



VI. DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVESTO THE PROPOSED ACTION

The Williams property owner initiated the conselmateasement process and at no point

expressed interest in sale of fee title or a l@rgatlease. Since conservation easements are also

MFWP’s preferred option, the only other reasonahl&ernative considered in this

environmental assessment is the “No Action Altaueét
1. NoAction Alternative
FWP considered the alternative of taking no actidnder the "No Action Alternative"
the Williams Ranch would continue to be managead #se past but there would be no
guarantee of the preservation of current wildldbikat, open space and recreation values
and other resources as they are found on the raé®gécifically, without the proposed
easement, these resources are vulnerable to fgsicential subdivision, sodbusting,
improper livestock grazing, commercial feedlots andace mining. These activities
would likely result in decreased habitat quantity auality and wildlife use. The
magnitude of these and other potential impactsisoand adjacent physical and human
environments are difficult to measure due to theemainty of future events. There is no
guaranteed public access to the ranch withouetsement.

VIlI. EVALUATION OF IMPACTSON THE PHYSICAL ENVIROMENT

Through prevention of certain identified activitighis conservation easement will legally
maintain or improve existing habitats in perpetuitynpacts associated with this proposed
action shall be determined only as they apply taetu resource ownership, uses and
conditions. Under the no action alternative, resewwnership, uses and conditions may or
may not change. Consequently, impacts associatbdhva no action alternative are unknown.

1. Land Resources

Impact of proposed action: No negative impact wadcur as a result of this proposal.
The terms of the proposed easement are structo@event adverse impacts on soils
and vegetation. Subdivision and development ofdhd is restricted, as is additional
cultivation of native plant communities. The prepd easement will ensure that land
resources are maintained and/or enhanced into tpéype

No Action alternative: Unknown.

2. Air Resources

Impact of proposed action: The proposed actionlavitkely result in a net reduction in
potential future risks to air and water qualitytba subject lands, compared to no action.
Possibilities for residential, commercial, and istlial developments would be reduced
and restricted across the subject land.

No action alternative: Unknown.

3. Water Resources



VIII.

Impact of proposed action: There would be no imhpagerpetuity over what is
currently associated with a working livestock aguehfing operation. Current agricultural
uses on the property have proven to be generaifpatible with maintenance of water
quality. The proposed easement will ensure thé¢masources are maintained.

No action alternative: Unknown.
4. Vegetation Resources

Impact of proposed action: Minor impact. The gyadf rangeland on the Williams
ranch is generally good. Because of this curr@adgcondition, range vegetation
improvements will likely be minor in overall magmite. The prescribed grazing
program will allow and foster native grass estdintient, recovery and maintenance on
all sites within the pasture system.

No action alternative: Unknown.

5. Fish/Wildlife Resour ces

Impact of proposed action: Minor impact. As ggodlity habitat currently exists on the
Williams ranch, realized fish and wildlife benefigll likely be minor in overall
magnitude. Anticipated habitat enhancements irobadhsistent forage for elk and cover
for ground nesting birds. The prescribed graziregmam, with acreage dedicated to
yearlong grazing rest periods, will directly benhétfiese species and others. Wildlife
response may be measured as increased presenbe Wiliams property due to
seasonal distribution changes or increased numbers.

No action alternative: Unknown.

6. Adjacent Land
Impact of proposed action: No impact.

No action alternative: Unknown.

EVALUATION OF IMPACTSON THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

Through prevention of certain identified activitighis conservation easement will legally
maintain and/or improve existing habitats in peuggt Impacts associated with this proposed
action shall be determined only as they apply taetu resource ownership, uses and
conditions. Under the No action alternative, resewwnership, uses and conditions may or
may not change. Consequently, impacts associatedhe No action alternative are unknown.

1. Noise/Electrical Effects
Impact of proposed action: No impact would ocoegreexisting conditions.

No action alternative: Unknown.



2. Land Use
Impact of proposed action: No impact. The immantation of a rest-rotation grazing
program influences the method of use but doesmpéact the type of land use.

No action alternative: Unknown.

3. Risk/Health Hazards
Impact of proposed action: No impact.

No action alternative: Unknown.

4. Neighboring Landownersand L ocal Community I mpacts
Refer to the attached Socio-Economic Assessmeatiditional analysis of impacts on
the human environment.

5. Public Services/Taxes/Utilities
Property owner will pay taxes and utilities. Fddaional analysis of impacts on the
human environment refer to the attached Socio-Eoanéssessment.

6. Aesthetics/Recreation
Impact of proposed action: Minor impact. Guaradtg@ublic hunting access will
increase recreational opportunity in this area.

No action alternative: Unknown.

7. Cultural/Historic Resources
Impact of proposed action: No impact.

No action alternative: Unknown.

8. Socio-Economic Assessment
Refer to the attached Socio-Economic Assessmeatiditional analysis of impacts on
the human environment.

9. Adjacent Landowners
Impact of proposed action: No impact.

No action alternative: Unknown.

IX. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE
The proposed action has no significant effectswoneat conditions. It cannot be definitively
determined what, if any, effects result from theddtion alternative.
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X. EVALUATION OF NEED FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Based on the above assessment, an Environmentatir§patement is not required and an
Environmental Assessment is the appropriate |efviedhoew.

Xl.  PUBLICINVOLVEMENT
Formal public participation specific to MFWP’s paged purchase of this conservation
easement will begin with the availability of thisft environmental assessment (EA) for public
review and comment for a one-month period. Thdaiwéity of this EA for public review will
be advertised in the local and statewide mediaagasapy of the draft EA will be mailed to all
parties who indicate an interest in this propos&@he public review period will be from
January 15 through February 16, 2007. A pub&arimg will be held at the Dearborn
Community Center on January 31, 2007 at 6:00 FAREr reviewing public input received on
or before February 16, 2007, FWP will decide uppnederred alternative. The Fish, Wildlife
and Parks Commission and State Board of Land Cosnonisrs will be asked to render final
decisions on this proposal at their regularly scitedl meetings in March 2007.

Comments should be addressed to:

Brent N. Lonner, wildlife biologist, Montana FisWildlife & Parks, P.O. Box 488, Fairfield,
MT 59436, (406) 467-2488, blonner@mt.gov

Comments must be postmarked no later than Febi8aB007 to ensure their consideration in
the decision-making process.

XIl.  NAME OF PERSONS RESPONSIBLE FOR PREPARING EA
Brent N. Lonner, wildlife biologist, Montana FisWildlife & Parks, P. O. Box 488, Fairfield,
MT 59436, (406) 467-2488.
Quentin Kujala, wildlife biologist, Montana Fish Wiife & Parks, 1420 E.BAve., P. O Box
200701, Helena, MT 59620-0701, (406) 444-5672.
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Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
Wildlife Division

Draft Management/Grazing Plan
WILLIAMSRANCH CONSERVATION EASEMENT

l. INTRODUCTION

The Williams ranch has primarily intermountain giasd habitat represented on the
property. The primary wildlife use of this habitatelk and mule deer winter range although
the property provides seasonal or year-round hafoitather species including sharp-tailed
grouse, white-tailed deer and antelope. The Habitantana program specifically targets
intermountain grassland habitat. Under House328, this program utilizes funds generated
from hunting license fees to purchase appropriatservation easements. The purpose of
the Williams ranch conservation easement is togovesthis habitat and wildlife use while
maintaining private ownership and use of the prigpeAdditionally, guaranteed public
access will be ensured.

. GOAL, OBJECTIVES, CONCERNSAND STRATEGIES

GOAL: By implementation of FWP easement terms, the quahtl amounts of native
habitats, important agricultural habitats and wiédpotential currently found on the
Williams Ranch property shall be maintained withdisplacing private land use. Under the
same Easement terms, a secondary goal is to prouatanteed public hunting access and
opportunity. This shall be accomplished with mialrmpact to this and adjacent physical
and human environments. A third goal is to appigtational grazing system on the ranch to
maintain and/or enhance existing vegetative comtiasni This shall be accomplished by
implementation of a grazing management plan.

Objective 1. Manage the grassland vegetation to meet the twatbbes of maintaining
and improving wildlife habitat and domestic livestaise. This shall include water quality.

While this property is certainly capable of sustagnivestock use under sound management
practices, unregulated, continual or excessivestoek use has the ability to reduce habitat
guality with corresponding wildlife use/number retlans or displacements. Reduced
habitat quality often reduces agricultural grazpagential as well.

To perpetually define and ensure sound grazingipescacross time and landowners, this
easement establishes a rest-rotation system anthie acreage covered by the easement.
For term definitions and seasons of use, see thehaid grazing plan. Compliance with
pasture open and close dates will be evaluate@. DEpartment shall routinely meet with
the Landowner to discuss grazing plan specificsemaduation. Land maintenance,
including but not limited to fence and water deyah@nt construction and repair, hoxious
weed control and necessary road construction gradrreshall be the responsibility of the
11



landowner
Objective 2: Maintain wildlife use potential of the property.

Some land practices and management actions magtbmental to the short or long term
presence of and use by wildlife. As per easememdition, woven wire fences and other
similarly impenetrable wildlife barriers or impaugj structures will not be placed on the
property. Easement terms defining acceptable ipescare intended to maintain habitat and
the potential for wildlife use of that habitat &a®ccurs on the Williams property.

Objective 3: Provide guaranteed public hunting access and ajopyt

Fairly allocated and reasonable access opportaréie be difficult to communicate, establish
and maintain. There shall be some mechanism @gémeral public to access and hunt the
Williams property up to that level addressed bye@nt terms {allowing two hunting parties

(< three persons each) from Oct. 1 to end of theghige general hunting season each year}.
Such mechanism shall be made known to the geneléic@and may include telephone or site
visit reservation, sign-in box, map production apgropriate boundary signing. Hunters will
have the opportunity to hunt all legal game anirmaéecordance with MFWP’s adopted hunting
regulations. Walk-in access shall originate frarffisient existing public roads and right-of-
ways. Hunters accessing the adjacent Bay Rancmeas@roperty will also have access to the
Williams property. There will also be some meckanipermission slips, sign-in rosters or
equally effective method) to tally and documentteunise.

[Il. BASELINE EASEMENT COMPLIANCE

A baseline inventory will be conducted and useddoument the status/condition of the
entire property at the time of easement purchases shall be used across time and
landowners to assess easement and managemenggotareffectiveness and compliance.
The Department or its agents will visit the prdapén a timely fashion to monitor
compliance with all easement and management/gragetamgstipulations and to minimize
the potential for noncompliance.

V. GRAZING PLAN

Livestock may be grazed in the Williams ranch covestion easement pasture (Figure 2)
and livestock grazing must follow the grazing rmtatschedule in Table 1. The stocking
rate is at the landowner’s discretion with thisept@on: a maximum of 4 horses will be
allowed to graze the Williams ranch pasture in gogjion with other livestock provided for
in the grazing system within the prescribed datssdbed in Table 1. While the stocking
rate is at the landowner’s discretion, all grazimgst be limited to the scheduled dates for a
particular year. When a pasture receives the Biggareatment, all livestock (except for up
to 4 horses) will be removed from the grazing syspasture as scheduled. In the year the
pasture receives the B treatment, the horses magiman the pasture until March 31 of the
following calendar year. Horse pasturing provisiamne exclusive; no substitution or
replacement for other livestock classes is perchitd/hen the pasture receives the C
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grazing treatment the pasture is rested with restiock of any kind allowed for grazing
purposes. When the pasture is scheduled for theZing treatment, livestock will be
placed in the pasture in mid to late June (wheddamer feels it is appropriate to begin
grazing). See comments below in the grazing tada&ix concerning use of absolute dates
as sideboards

While there is adequate water in the Williams pasta begin the grazing system in 2007,
an existing water source will need to be improved eepaired during the 2007 grazing
season, $5,000 estimated cost to MFWP. Thereadsaals mile section of existing boundary
fence that is in poor condition and requires regiaent, approximately $10,000 estimated
cost to MFWP. Both estimated costs are in addiotine cost for MFWP as related to the
purchase of the conservation easement.

Figure 2. Williams Conservation Easemergdiock grazing pasture.
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Table 1. Grazing rotation schedule for the WilliaRench
conservation easement pasture (showre
period 2008 through 2028).

Year (Grazing Season)

’Grazing Treatment

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

2021

2022

2023

2024

2025

2026

2027

2028

(@llvIpdieleripdielissipdielsip il ipdiellvip dlelluip 2

YIn 2028 and beyond the rotation will repeat afrresubsequent rotation
%A = Livestock grazing from mid or late June (noliearthan 15 June) to seedripe, early August

(no later than 7 August)

B = Livestock grazing from seedripe, early Augim earlier than 1 August) to September 30.

C = Rest from all livestock grazing

DEFINITIONS:

1. SUSTAINED RAPID PLANT GROWTH: Period of rapitiécontinuous green growth
usually initiating about mid-May. This does ndfereto first green-up conditions that may
intermittently start and stop depending upon weaadhe moisture conditions earlier in

spring.

2. SEED RIPE: That time of seed maturation forlghest of those plants of interest based
upon climax grassland habitat type (rough fedeestlca scabrella, bluebunch
wheatgras#gropyron spicatum, ldaho fescu&festuca idahoensis). Usually occurs early to
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mid-August.

LIVESTOCK: All age and sex classes of cadihel not more than four (4) horses.

Other types of livestock (goats, sheep, &oyld require management plan review
and adjustment.

HAY: Supplemental forage to include previguslit and stored grass, alfalfa, grain
or other crop. This shall not include minenaprotein supplements.
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WILLIAMSRANCH

CONSERVATION EASEMENT
SOCIO-ECONOMIC ASSESSMENT

MONTANA FISH, WILDLIFE AND PARKS

Prepared by:
Rob Brooks
December, 2006
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I. INTRODUCTION

House Bill 526, passed by the 1987 Legislature (M8JAL-241 and MCA 87-1-242), authorizes
Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks (MFWP) to acqureinterest in land for the purpose of
protecting and improving wildlife habitat. Thesmaisitions can be through fee title,
conservation easements, or leasing. In 1989, thetdha legislature passed House Bill 720
requiring that a socioeconomic assessment be ctedpléhen land is acquired for the purpose of
protecting wildlife habitat using Habitat Montan@amnes. These assessments evaluate the
significant social and economic impacts of the pase on local governments, employment,
schools, and impacts on local businesses.

This socioeconomic evaluation addresses the pugdfes conservation easement on property
currently owned by the Williams Ranch. The reatiresses the physical and institutional
setting as well as the social and economic impastsciated with the proposed conservation
easement.

[I. PHYSICAL AND INSTITUTIONAL SETTING

A. Property Description

The Williams property is located in Lewis and Cl&&unty about 10 miles north of Wolf Creek
adjacent to State Highway 434. This property isthgapen grasslands with scattered parcels of
Douglas fir.

B. Habitat and Wildlife Populations

As mentioned a large part of the easement acrespare grassland, part of the intermountain
grassland habitat identified by Habitat Montana@sding protection. The Williams property
supports wintering mule deer and elk and a hostlwr species that depend on the
intermountain grassland complex.

C. Current Use

The Williams property is a working cattle ranchheTacreage under consideration for the
conservation easement does not contain any buddingther structures other than fencing and
water improvements for livestock. There are nacadfure crops being cultivated on these acres.
D. Management Alternatives

1) Purchase a conservation easemetiiteoproperty by MFWP
2) No purchase
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M FWP Pur chase of Conservation Easement

The intent of the Williams Ranch conservation easrns to protect and enhance the
wildlife habitat currently found on the property Nehmaintaining the agricultural character of
the property. In addition, since there is no puldind adjacent to this property and the fact it
connects two other parcels of private land undmreservation easement, this easement will
enhance public access to the wildlife resourcesatea supports. A complete list of the
restrictions this easement has on the landownel /WP is provided in the Deed of
Conservation Easement.

No Purchase Alternative

This alternative requires some assumptions sinee@nd management of the property will vary
depending on what the current owners decide toittotive property if MFWP does not purchase
a conservation easement.

Subdivision or development of the land is a po$igibi Public hunting opportunities are limited
in this area and would most likely remain so urtderno purchase alternative. The economic
impacts associated with this alternative have eenlcalculated.

[ll. SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACTS

Section Il identified the management alternatives teport addresses. The purchase of a
conservation easement will provide long-term priodecof important wildlife habitat, keep the
land in private ownership and provide for publicess for hunting. Section Il quantifies the
social and economic consequences of the two maregatiernatives following two basic
accounting stances: financial and local area ingpact

Financial impacts address the cost of the conservaasement to MFWP and discuss the
impacts on tax revenues to local government agemegtuding school districts.

Expenditure data associated with the use of thpgotp provides information for analyzing the
impacts these expenditures may have on local bes#sgi.e. income and employment).
A. Financial Impacts

The financial impacts on MFWP are related to thespase price of the conservation easement
and maintenance/management costs. The WilliamsiRa@onservation Easement will cost
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MFWP $ 64,800. These dollars are provided thrahghHabitat Montana Program, which is
funded by sportsman’s license dollars. Maintenanaaagement costs related to the easement
are associated with monitoring the property toiegshe easement terms are being followed
(initial costs of approximately $15,000 for fencalavater improvements, this is in addition to
the $64,800 cost).

The financial impacts to local governments arepibiential changes in tax revenues resulting
from the purchase of the conservation easemeng.e@kement, considered separately, will not
change the type or level of use on the propertyerdfore, the purchase of a conservation
easement on this land will have no impact on threeci level of taxes paid to Lewis and Clark
County.

B. Economic Impacts

The purchase of a conservation easement will iettathe agricultural activities on the
Williams Ranch nor on these acres specifically. mber of cattle run on the property will not
change however a rest rotation grazing systembeillnplemented under the terms of the
conservation easement. It is anticipated thateheing and other materials needed will cost
about $15,000, which will provide a small positivgact to local businesses providing these
materials.

The easement will provide public access for huntiige number of hunters and number of days
will be defined in the easement terms.

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

The conservation easement will provide long-terotgmtion for wildlife habitat, maintain the
agricultural integrity of the land, and ensure peiblinting opportunities.

The purchase of a conservation easement by MFWR@ticause a reduction in tax revenues on
this property from their current levels to Lewigla@lark County.

The agricultural/ranching operations will contirateheir current levels. The financial impacts

of the easement on local businesses will be netatiglightly positive in both the short and long
run.
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